American Syndicalism and Problems of Communism

By JAMES P. CANNON

The following is the introduction by
comrade Cannon to the pamphlet coming
off the press this week by Leon Trotsky on
“Communism #and Syndicalism”. Price 15
eents a copy, 10 cents in bundles.

The arguments brought forward in this
pamphlet are devoted specifically to the pro-
blems of the labor movement of France,
the classic land of syndicalism. But deal-
ing as they do with such fundamental ques-
tions as the rile of the revolutionary work-
ers’ party, the state, the bureaucracy in
the labor movement and trade union tactices
in general, they have universal application.
Thia is particularly true of America. The
historical development of the revolutionary
lahor movement in the United States has
posed the question of syndiealism in its
gpecific American form (the I. W. W.) with
especial prominence. The task of assem-
bling the revolutionary elements in the
working class into a single body ‘has been
greatly hampered by theoretical confusion
on the issues which the author illuminates
in these pages. Some of these losses are
irretrievable, for neither movements nor
their participants can stand on one spof.
Degeneration is the unfailing price for fail-
ure to develop and advance. In the period
since the war we have seen not a little of
this degeneration in the camp of the class
ponscions workers, and precisely for this
reason. Much can yet be gained, however,
by @ clarification of the questions. This
pamphlet, so sharp and clear in its reason-
ing, =0 fortified in every line by the tested
theory of 'Mnrxiﬁm, can justly be called a
timely and significant contribwtion to this
work of clarification. For that reason we
believe it deserves the particular attention
of the American revolutionaries.

THE I. W. W. AS A REVOLU-
TIONARY MOVEMENT

In the decade before the world war the
proletarian revolt against the parliamentary
reformism of the Socialist Party and the see-
tarian sterility and legalism of the Socialist
Labor Party found two main points of crys-
tallization. One of these was the Left
wing in the 8. . The other was the I. W.
W. DBoth of these movements had elements
of a revolutionary party. The task of Com-
munism in America was to unite them into
a single revolutionary organization. To
the failure to understand this task, and
consequently the failure to accomplish it
to any appreciable degree, we owe npot a
little of the wenkness of the American Com-
munizt movement. A large share of the re-
sponsibility for this belongs to the party it-
self. It could not see the revolutionary im-
plications of the I. W. W. movement and
did not know how to mature and assimilate
them. But this fact does not absolve the
revolutionary syndicalists from responsi-
bility. They contributed more than no gen-
erous measure of prejudice and dogmatism
to the issue. If the party walked blind-
folded the I, W. W. militants, for the great-
er part, put stumbling blocks in its path.

In its essence the pre-war I . W. was
a wvariant of French syndicalism. Its dis-
tinctive features were its centralized form
of organization and its indifference toward
the syndicalist theory of the rile of the
“militant minority™.

In its stragele against parlinmentary re-
formism and legalism the I. W. W. intro-
duced and popularized a number of ldeas
and practices of a decidedly progreassive

and revolutionary character, idens which
retain their wvalidity todar. Its emphasis
on  “direct action”™ wns an antieipation,

incomplete it is true, of the Dolshevik
principle swhich puts the mass action of the
workeras above parlinmentary activity, Ita
advocacy of industrial as against craft un-
fonism prepared the way for modern or-
ganization of the workers. Another pro-
gressive feature was the emphasis the I
W, W. placed on the unnskilled—the most
deprived and exploited, the most numerous
and potentially the most revolutionary see-
tion of the working class. From its first
convention onward ‘it declared solidarity
with the Negro and welcomed him into its
ranks. The members of the I. W. 'W. went
through a number of historie clazs battles
and displaved unexampled militancy and
gacrifice, Solidarity with all stroggling
workers everywhere and an unceasing em-
phasis on the revolutionary goal of the
struggle were central features in all of its
activity.

These aspects of the I. W. W. were its
strong, progressive and revolutionary side.
That it represented, as did revolutionary
gyndicalism in general, a step forward from
parliamentary soclalism was acknowledged
by the theses of the second congress of the
Communist International. That it occupled
a place in the vanguard of the Amerlean
working class was attested by the flerce
persecution launched against it. Particularly
during the war the attacks of the govern-

ment were concentrated on the I. W. W. The
significance of the war-time persecution con-
sisted in the fact that it was led by the
Federal government, as distinguished from
the customary local persecutions arising out
of purely economic strikes, This persecu-
tion had a national, political cbaracter, an
acknowledgment in itself that the I. W. W.
was no more a trade anion but a revolution-
ary, and therefore a political foree,

The weak side of the I. W. W. move-
ment, as of the syndicalist movement on
an internatiomal scale, was its theoretical
lncompleteness. Because of its indifference
to revolutionary theory it did not and could
not pose the fundamental questlons of the
revolution in thelr full {mplications and find
the answer to them. As a consequence the
movement contained a contradietion within
itself. There cannot be a really revolutlon-
ary movement without a revolutlonary
theory, as Lenin sald long ago. The comn-
ditlons of the war sharpened the class re-
latlons to an extraordinary degree and ex-
posed this contradiction with shattering
force. The negative attitude toward the
state—the ostrich policy of “ignoring” the
state—disarmed the movement -when this
same state.—the “executive committee of
the capitalist class™ and “its speclal body
of armed men" was hurled against it. The
proletarian reaction against parlinmentary
reformism, developlog into opposition to
“Polities” and indifference to politieal ques-
ticns in general, left the I. W. W. without
a compass before the complicated problems
of war, problems which i{n their very es.
sence were political to the highest degree.
The justifiable hostility to bourgeois and
reformist parties grew, as a result of loose
thought, into an opposition to the concept
even of a proletarian revolutionary party.
This was the crowning theoretical error of
the movement of American syndicalism, or
industrialism. It prevented the conscious
organization of the proletarian vanguard
inte a single uniform body able to work out
the program of the revolution and strive for
its application with united force.

THE SHORTCOMINGS OF
THE L W. W,

The experiences of the war and the
Russian revolution disclosed the shorteom-
ings of the I. W. W. as well as those of
the Left wing in the 5. P. The problems
elucldated in the living experience of the
Russian revolution became, as they remain
to this very day, the touchstone for rev-
olationary orgapizations throughout the
world. The Marxist teachings on the state
and on the rile of the workers' party as
the vanguard of the class, without which
the class cannot raise itself to power, re-
ceived brilliant and irrefutable confirmation
in the Bolshevik revolution. Adjustment
to these lessons taught by life could not
be evaded,

In the failure to make this adjustment
is written the whole story of the post-war
degeneration of the I. W. W. The record
of this entire period i8 a record of the
gteady and eystematic displacement of the
I. W. W. from its old position in the van-
zuard of the struggle; of its transforma-
tion jnto the antipode of its former rev-
olutlonary self. Insofar as the upper and
official stratum of the organization is con-
cerned the Eeynote of antl-capitalism sonnd-
el in the best days has been transformed
inte anti-Communizm. Out of a militant
hody of revolutionaries they strive to make
reactionary seet,

“No polities” and “no party”—these are
the formulae under which this degeneration
has preceeded. And together with them has
gone the elogan of “no leaders”—that slogan
of demagogues -who themselves aspire to
leadership without qualifications. As has
been remarked before, the leadership of the
Communist party contributed to the tragic
fallure to build the new Communist move
ment In part on the foundations of the
militant 1. W. W. Intellectualism, conde-
scension, the control and command slek-
nesa, played here, as always, an evil rble
It is necessary to understand this and to
gay it plainly. PBut an understanding and
acknowledgment of this faet cannot undo
the past We must start from where we
are. If we bear in mind the mistakes of
the past in order to avoid them._ in the fu-
ture something can yet be done of positive
value for the revolution, It is not too late
even now to make a place for those syndl-
calist workers who are imbued -with a
hatred of eapltalism and the will to strug-
gle against it—and there are many of them
—under the Communist banner. It is guite
true that the officlal party leadership is
nnable to do thia, as it iz unable to molve
any of the problems of Communism. All
the greater, therefore, is the responsibility
of the Oppoaition.

In the ranks of the fermer members
and sympathizers of the I. W. W., and to
a lesser extent within the organization, are
experienced militants who have not forgot-
ten the old tradition, whose concepts do not
begin and end with the phobia against Com-
muniam. Their spirit s alien to the spirit
of the Gahans and Sandgrens. They are
eympathetic to the Russian revolution and
to Communism. Only they have no falth
in the party. Thelr skepticism about the
American Communist party has had a cer-
tain amount of justification, as we have
always known. But, granting serious de-
fecta in the party, what {8 to0 be done about
it As we see the thing—since we proceed
from the point of view that a party cannot
be dispensed with—one must either struggle
to reform the party or, if he thinks it ia
hopeless, form a new one. We, the Oppeei-
tion, have taken the former course. The
great ‘mass of the radical workera who have
lost faith in the dogmas of the I. W. W.
without aequiring confidence in the party
bave fallen into passivity. The post-war
prosperity, which depressed the entire la-
bor movement to o low point, facilitated
thie passive attitude. “Nothing is happen-
lng. Let us wait and see,” became a sort
of platform for many during this period.
People who had been econcerned with the
problem of making a revolution turned to
the problem of making a living while await-
ing further developments.

TASKS OF MARXISTS

But what now? The economic crisis is
smashing all this calm routine, Class rela-
tions are being sharpened and all the con-
ditions are being created for a revival of
the millitant labor movement. What path
will this movement take and what part
will be played by those who consider them-
selves to be revolutlonaries? This ques-
tion calls for an answer. In any case it
can not be answered with a walting, or
passive attitude. A time of storm, and that
is what is before us, above all s a time
when nobody can stand aside; that is, no-
body who doesn't want to play the part of
a reactionary. Revolationary health re-
quires exercise,

In such a moment as the present one
—which i3 a time of preparation for the
great days mmpending—it is good to shake
the advanced sections of the labor movement
with discussion. And it is doubly fortun-
ate if the discussion is precipitated by an
objective Marxist analysis which, at the
very beginning, lifts the fundamental ques-
tions to the high level of theoreticial con-
sideration. Such a service is rendered to
the American movement by comrade Trot-
aky in the collection of articles which this
pamphlet comprises. We have no doubt
that it will make its way and bhe the means
of strengthening the ¢urrent of Communism
in the resurgent labor movement of America.
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This pamphlet is composed of a col-
lection of articles written by comrade Trot-
sky at various times on the problems of
the French labor movement. The first ar-
ticles were written in the early part of 1923
after Monatte, the leader of the revolution-
ary syndiealists, and the group assoclated
with him bhad just entered the Communist
party of France. The two articles written
toward the end of 1920 takes up the dis-
cossion again after the Intervening period
of more than six years—a period in which.
Monatte had steadlly retreated to his old
position and consequently widened the
chasm between him and the Communists.

The following article, entitled “Monatte
Crosses the Rubicon”, written at the end
of 1930 draws a balance to the discussion
with the syndicallsts who had crowned thelr
reactionary trend by a bloe awwith Dumoulin.
Dumoulin is one of the prominent leaders
of the C. G. T., the reformist general lahor
federation. Onee a syndicalist of the “Left",
he betrayed the movement and took a lead-
ing part in the expul=ion of the revolution-
ary wing of the . G. T. which resulted
in a split and the formation of a rival
general  Federation in 1921, Now he is
talking “Left"” again and this serves as
the cover for the passage of Monatte into
the ecamp of reacilon through the medium
of a hloe¢ with him.

The final article in the pamphlet deals
with questions of Communlst poliey in the
trade unions which are at present the sub-
jeet of disenssion in the French section of
the Internationsl Left Opposition.

Lovestone and Brandler

The EKevolutionary Age (No. 10), gives
o8 g Dbrief summary of the international
conferance of the Right wing Opposition
gronpa recently held in DBerlin. What ae-
tually took place at this conference, its
political significance for the movement, and
the future of the Right wing, we will still
take occasion to elaborate upon in future
issues of the Militant. Here it is interest-
ing to make n remark or two on an instrue
tive phase of the Lovestone group's partl-
cipation.

The leading spirits at the Right wing
conference were the heads of the opportun-
ist Brandler group in Germany. In his re-
pont, Lovestone refers {o this and similar
@roups in Kurope as the “healthy . . .
forces marshalled under our banuce in the
determined struggle to bring back the world
party of Communism to the line and pok
leles of Lenin”., Other laundatory observa-
dons on the pristine Bolshevik purity of
the Brandler group have been published in
tke Right wing paper for some time now,

Exactly on what date Lovestone dis-
covered the virtues of the Brandler group—
sspecially the fantastic idea that they weres
fizhting for Leninisim—it is difienlt to saYy.
All that written records ecan establish {s
that Lovestone since 1924, fulminated
against the DBrandler sronp as o hopelessly
oppontunistie, Right wing faction. To a cer
taln extent, the Lovestone group In the
party built s reputation as fully-blown
“Leninist” of the Stalin-Zinoviev-Bucharin
era. upon its attacks on Brandler and Thal-
helmer, In facst, one of its main cards
apminst the party minority in those days
was an open or veiled acen=ation that 1{t
was somehow or other conncoted up with
Brandler.

Less than two vears ago on the eve
of hie expulsion from the party and ilirectly
afterwards, Lovestone still sailed under the
flag of antl-Brandlerism. Startling as it
may seem teduy, one of Lovestone's main
points agninst thoze in his group who had
turned against him (Bedacht) was that the
latter had been entertnining idens of con-
necting with Brandler — something which
Lovestone of course, indignantly “refjected”.
Here is what he wrote in his “Appeal to
the Gomintern” jssued to the party:

“We do not believe that the Commun-
ist International will be fooled by the
frandulent [s0!'] accusation of Bedacht
against comrades Gitlow. Lovestone, Wolfe,
that they proposed to establish relations

with Brandler and Thalbeimer. The party
records will show that it was over the
proteste of bhoth Bedaeht and Foster that
te first resolutlon against Brandler anA
Thalheimer was adopted by the American
Politleal Committee. Furthermore it was
Bedacht who proposed in Moscow to com-
rades Gitlow, Lovestone and Wolfe to es-
tablish connections with Brandler and to
keep a permanent representative in Berlin,
This was instantly rejected by the comrades
and It comes with bad grace from Bedacht
Lo try to aseribe his proposals to ofbers.
When he iz making his confessionals. it
wonld be well for him to confess his own
errors in place of ascribing them to others
who did not share them.” (Emphasis in
original. )

As to Dedacht, we have no special rep-
aom to doubt the charges made by Lovestone
especinlly since Bedacht is spiritnally closer
to the aolid social demoeratic school of
Erandler than would appear on the sur-
face today. But what about Lovestope?
What feats bave Drandler and Thalhelmer
performed sinee the above was written to
cause such a vielent somersault in politieal
position on Lovestone's part? The answer
is not far to seek: just as water finally finds
its level, =0 the Lovestones, for all their
trmporary diversions Into other Elreams,
I': ully find their Drandlors and the Brand-
iers fimd their Lovestones.

What is particularly insiructive here
is the methed of the Right wing ap lnher-
ent characteristic of their whole politieal
course. Lovestone pulled a number of
Commualst workers out of the party under
a barrage of attack upon DRrandler. He
never unfolded te them his opportunist
platform in full. that I, he s.mply adopted
the classic method of every opportunist
misleader. Little by little, with a mensure
of skill, no doubt, he lod them imperceptibly
fnte the ecamp of Brandler. Substitute
“Muste" for “Brandler” and you get the
sime result: for bhe roared against “Muoste,
the social reform’st™ when he left the party
with a fury excelled only by the softness
with which he casts 5 coy and deslrous Eye
in the direction of “Muste, the honorable
progressive” today. Lovestone could never
bave hoped to got even the support he d d
get im the party, by presenting his real
platform In advance and he knew it. And
he has not yet presented it in full. The
derths of the swamp nt which he will eome
to rest have not yet been reached.




